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APPELLANTS' REPLY BRIEF UNDER 37 C.F.R. $41.41 



Sir: 

Appellants submit this Reply Brief for consideration of the Board of Patent Appeals and 
Interferences (the "Board") in response to the Examiner's Answer dated May 11, 2007 and in 
support of their appeal of the Final Rejection dated August 1, 2006. Appellants respectfully 
reassert each of the arguments asserted in Appellants' Brief dated January 26, 2007, and provides 
herein only a rebuttal of several of the arguments raised in the Examiner's Answer. 

No fee is believed required. If any fee is required at this time, the Assistant 
Commissioner is authorized to charge payment of the same to Deposit Account No. 50-0552. 



ARGUMENTS 

The following additional remarks are submitted for consideration by the Board under 
37CFR §41.41. 

Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
Rejections 

Claims 1 to 2, 6, and 14 to 16 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Gierer (US 6,471,027) in view of Sponable (US 5,827,149). Claims 4 and 5 
were rejected under § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gierer in view of Sponable as applied to 
claim 1 above, and in further view of Knappe (GB 1,119,957). 

Response to Examiner's statement Ud) 

The Examiner asserts on page 7, that "One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention would recognize that most transmissions and transmission controls could bridge a 
reset," and "bridging is considered to be shifting into another gear, which 'bridging' the control 
of shifting into Neutral (the resettable basic setting)." How is a single shift to another gear 
"bridging" anything? 

Response to Examiner's statement Ui) 

The Examiner asserts on page 11, "The applicant has not incorporated any of the details 
of the 'reset operation' (or 'reset') from the specification in the claims. The limitation is merely 
a label." 

"Reset." has a clear meaning. It is not merely a label, but a word with a meaning as 
discussed in the brief. Moreover, a shift to Neutral and back again (which contradicts the 
assertion of "bridging" as being in one direction) does not "bridge" a reset operation. 

Response to Examiner's statement 1(1) 

The arguments in l(j) are clearly not "bridging" a reset operation. See [0050]. 



CONCLUSION 

It is respectfully submitted that the application is in condition for allowance. Favorable 
consideration of this Reply Brief is respectfully requested. 
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